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Art Unit: 3643 

DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 1-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Claim 1 recites the limitation "said perforations" in line 9. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claims 2-7 are rejected as being dependent upon a rejected base claim. 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-4, 8-10, 14, and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over German Patent DE 20001 566U to Lanz in view of U.S. Patent No. 
6,178,691 to Caronetal. 

Regarding Claims 1 and 14, Lanz teaches a self watering system and method for 
plant displays, wherein said system comprises a display support structure (Lanz #1); a 
top on said display support structure; said top having side panels and a bottom having a 
water tight connection; a reservoir (Lanz #4) placed in said top between said side 
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panels; said reservoir capable of supporting plants without submersing said plants in 
Water (Lanz English title); and a capillary mat placed on top of said reservoir (Lanz #2). 

Lanz is silent on explicitly teaching how the water gets to the water reservoir i.e. 
a water supply for providing water in said reservoir. However, Caron teaches a self 
watering system fro plant displays with a water supply (Caron #21 ). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the teachings of Lanz with the 
teachings of Caron at the time of the invention for the labor efficient advantage of 
efficient watering for a large facility. 

Regarding Claims 2, 8 and 15, Lanz as modified teaches said reservoir includes: 
a plurality of perforations forming a honeycomb material for containing water (Lanz #5). 

Regarding Claims 3 and 9, Lanz as modified teaches said reservoir includes: a 
thickness sufficient to prevent said capillary mat from being submersed in the water 
(Lanz #2). 

Regarding Claims 4 and 10, Lanz as modified teaches wherein said capillary mat 
includes: a material for the plants to sit upon while wicking water from said reservoir to 
the root structure of the plants (Lanz #2). 

Claims 5, 11, and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over German Patent DE 20001 566U to Lanz in view of U.S. Patent No. 6,178,691 to 
Caron et al as applied to claims 1 , 8 and 14 above, and further in view of U.S. Patent 
No. 4,428,151 to Solomon. 
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Regarding Claims 5, 1 1 and 17, Lanz teaches said capillary mat includes: a 
material formed from a barrier fabric for the plants to sit upon while wicking water from 
said reservoir to the root structure of the plants (Lanz #2). Lanz is silent on the capillary 
mat is explicitly a woven barrier fabric. However, Solomon teaches a capillary mat of 
woven fabric (Solomon Col. 2 line 40-43). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to further modify the teachings of Lanz with the teachings of 
Solomon at the time of the invention to make it more wear resistant as taught by Lanz. 

Claims 6, 12, and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over German Patent DE 20001 566U to Lanz in view of U.S. Patent No. 6,178,691 to 
Caron et al as applied to claims 1 , 8 and 14 above, and further in view of U.S. Patent 
No. 5,209,015 to Filippi. 

Regarding Claim 6, 12 and 16, Lanz as modified teaches wherein said water 
supply includes: at least one water supply pipe extending along one side of said top, but 
is silent on it having a series of spaced perforations for providing water evenly to said 
reservoir. However, Filippi teaches a water supply with a series of spaced perforation 
(Filippi Fig. 4 #19). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
further modify the teachings of Lanz with the teachings of Filippi at the time of the 
invention since the modification is merely an engineering design choice involving the 
selection of a known alternate equivalent irrigation means selected to prevent root rot 
and to promote healthy plant development and for a more comprehensive distribution of 
water to a larger area of plants. 
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Claims 7 and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
German Patent DE 20001 566U to Lanz in view of U.S. Patent No. 6,178,691 to Caron 
et al as applied to claims 1 and 8 above, and further in view of United Kingdom Patent 
GB 20181 17 A to Marrison. 

Regarding Claim 7 and 13, Lanz as modified is silent on wherein said system 
includes: at least one stand pipe for allowing said top to drain to prevent overfilling 
(functional language structure must merely be capable of performing this function). 
However, Marrison teaches a stand pipe in a self watering plant display system 
(Marrison #12). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to further 
modify the teachings of Lanz with the teachings of Marrison at the time of the invention 
for ergonomic ease of adding a specific concentration of nutrients and fertilizer to the 
system. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

United Kingdom Patent GB 2281 182A; PCT WO 00/49854; United Kingdom 
Patent GB 1581228; PCT WO 00/25573; German Patent DE 3502296 A1; U.S. Patent 
No. 4,287,682; U.S. Patent Pub. No. US 2005/0268552; U.S. Patent No. 5,247,762; 
U.S. Patent No. 4,001,968; U.S. Patent No. 4,276,720; U.S. Patent No. 4,955,158; U.S. 
Patent No. 4,807,394; PCT WO 2004/0561 72A1 . 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Andrea M. Valenti whose telephone number is 571-272- 
6895. The examiner can normally be reached on 7:00am-5:30pm M-Th. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Peter M. Poon can be reached on 571-272-6891 . The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 




Andrea M. Valenti 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 3643 



10 August 2006 



